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Law School Finances Exposed
outside course in a lab science, the Law Center would
reimburse the department for its expenditure while the
student would pay only his regular Jaw school tuition.
At this point it might be well to point out that no
actual -, transfer of funds ,takes place. The
-"reimbursement" is only -for the purposes of allocating
costs within the University. In the case of a lab science
the cost per credit hour can run in excess of the
student's tuition. In a course on philosophy or classics
it can be much below what he paid in tuition. The cost
factor between the most and least expensive courses in
the University is over 30! That is, some courses are 30
times more expensive per credit hour for the university
to run than others. This is due largely to class size
variations. '
by David Ontelt:
George Washington University National Law Center
is a large operation. Last year $3 million was needed to
run the Law Center. Next year, the 1971-7~ academic
year, tuition for a full time day student will be $1,950
per year. Wonder where all the money goes? To find,
out, this reporter asked Mr. William D. Johnson,
associated with the university since 1954, now Director
of the Budget. See chart at the end for a breakdown,
in general terms, of the Law Center's budget. The
figures reflect the fiscal year 1970, starting July 1,
1969 and ending June 30, 1970. Before reading this
statement a few words of caution are needed: At the
top of the statement are the words, "subject to
adjustments;" These words are all important; They
mean that the statement is not a final or definitive
statement on the law school's financial condition.
The statement .is not an audited statement in' any
sense of the word. Instead, it is the first attempt to use
a "gain and loss" scheme to determine the degree to
which a department within the University, sustains
itself in comparison to the other departments of the
University. The accounting scheme shown is part of a
project funded by the Ford Foundation. Its aim is the
achievement of more efficient allocation of resources.
The table will give us a general idea of what resources
and expenses the law school has.
1. The first figure, $2,332,443 is the' amount of
tuition paid by majors. In effect it is the total tuition
collected. It accounted for over 70% of all Law Center
resources. Program majors took 31,936 credit hours
and paid $2,076,646. Non-degree students took 961
credit hours for-$59,851 in tuition. Summer sessions
amounted to 3,284 credit hours costing the students
$195,946. These total figure 1.
2. This line is not blank because no students from
other departments took law school courses. Some did.
This however, is balanced against line 3. More credit
hours were taken by law students in other departments
than the other way around. When a person takes a
course from another school or department within the
University, an assessment is made against the
department in which he majors to cover the cost of the
instruction.
3. Law students, on first accounting,took
approximately 280 credit hours of instruction from
other departments. The Law Center paid out $16,317
to re-imburse the various departments for instruction
and overhead. This is not the tuition paid by the
student. Rather it is an internal cost, Sometimes it runs
away above what. the student paid and other times
below. For instance, if a law student were to take an
4. The net tuition realized to the Law Center was
$2,315,626. This is the total derived from subtracting
tuition "paid" to other departments from the amount
paid to the Law Center.
5. Course fees amounted to $22,288. This fee is the
special fee charged only in the law school. The fee is
being eliminated in the 1972-73 year.
6. This- amount is merely the total, less line 3, of
tuition and fees paid by law students and others taking
(See FINANCES, p. 8)
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LARRY NOBLE
Larry Noble
President
While' perusing the Law Bulletin's
description of SBA activities, it seemed
to me to be an apt description of a
1950's-style student government. That
would be passable if the SBA at least
fulfilled its stated function of
acquainting law students with
professional problems and ideals. But
even that wouldn't be enough, because a
1950's-style gover,nmentcannot
adequately meet the needs and demands
of today's student.
Although it is incumbent upon the
SBA to fulfill its traditional functions, it
is still more important that it expand its
powers to the fullest. This would enable
it to serve as the proper vehicle through
which we could effectively participate
in the policy decisions which determine
the quality of our evolving legal
education. Since the quality of our
education jn large part determines the
prestige of the school, this should be the
single most important issue confronting
every GW law student.
To date, the SBA has been a
meaningless organization unworthy of
the dues we are all required to pay it. If
this situation is permitted to continue,
because incapable people are given
positions of responsibility, I'm sure each
of us could 'find a better use for the
dues money saved if we decided to
abolish this presently vestigial body.
However, if we maintain a vested
interest in participating in school
decisions before the fact rather than
after, and if we feel that the SBA is the
best way to express this interest, then it
is crucial that strongly committed
people are elected who will give life to
(See NOBLE, p. 2)
Jay Schiffres
President
If elected SBA President I will
attempt to make the SBA responsive to
the needs of the student body. In this
respect I can't think of any better way
than to try to instill some fun into the
usual routine of law school. Fun plus
serving the community.' For' example,
school dances for charity or other
worthy causes such -as academic
scholarships. I will attempt to make
next year an interesting one, my main
emphasis as SBA President will be to be
a visible representative and responsive to
groups of students who have ideas
concerning the school or the
community.
If elected SBA President I will also
try to instigate certain proposals. First,
I feel that a group should be set up from
the Law School Community who will
act as a constant anti-war force. The size
of the group can be small or large
depending on its needs, support and
responsibility. It may take the form of a
multi-faceted organization working in
, diverse areas such as G.!. rights, political
lobbying for peace and any other
related areas. Its basis must be that it
remain a constant group and a constant
dedication.
JAY SCHIFFRES
Second, I feel that a group of
students should function in the area of
an anti-heroin- organization. Groups will
be formed with the intent to go out into
the community and work with local DC
organizations in the fight to halt this
horrible disease. Such action may take
the form of working as teachers for
groups who need teachers or giving legal
advice to groups who are in the need of
that. There are a great many needs in
this area and there is a great need for
(See SCHIFFRES, p, 2)
Fred Miller
President
.Ernie Mcintosh
pay Vice-Pres.
"Oi Vey"-It's Fred and Ernie and we
are candidates for ,the s.b.a. We were
12okingforsome substantive issues to
run on, but we haven't seen the other
candidates statements as yet. Also, to
prevent our own personalities from
being exposed, we refuse to indulge in a
discussion of our opponents' foibles.
FRED MILLER
We appeal to those people who know
us to keep their mouths shut as to our
qualifications. For those of you who
don't know who we are, we just wish we
could get elected without all this
bullshit. We had hoped we could get
'elected with only the votes of our
friends, but we face a dilemma-with
only seven votes we'll never get this on
our resume.
In This Issue
The Advocate Invited all SBA
and SFC Candidates to submit
statements. All election articles
which were submitted appear in
this edition. SeeSFC Candidatesp.
10and SBA Candidatesp.3.
AD VOCA TE ENDORSES
CANDIDA TE FOR PRESIDENT.
See editorial p.4.
McALLISTER and BYRD
Peggy McAllister
President
,Dick Byrd
Night Vice-Pres.
.that when any form of
government becomes destructive of
these ends it is the right of the people to
alter or to abolish it." (Declaration of
Independence)
BYRD: Peggy, you're running for
Pres, are you proposing to abolish SBA?
McALLISTER: Can you abolish
something that has been nonexistent for
most students?· SBA has a
structure-that's not the problem. In the
past SBA has been aligned more with ,
the Administration than with the
students. It has provided the
Administration with an excuse for not
responding to student opinion. The end
result is the lack of communication,
sensitivity, ~ and responsiveness to
students not only by student
government, but by the faculty and'
Administration as well.
BYRD: In addition, student apathy
cannot be overlooked, and students who
want to get involved must have the SBA
provide a means for that involvement.
McALLISTER: First, we need a
well-publicized OPEN FORUM. No
more closed-door-cigar-smoking-
slug-fests! We've got to invite ""the
participation of students and 'faculty.
Also, we should have a SPEAKERS
BUREAU with student control. The
SBA should encourage debates, panel
discussions· and outside speakers on
subjects of current interest.
BYRD: Right, and we night students
have additional gripes. We need a
broader selection of courses and an
(See McALLISTER, p. 2)
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T.hree Glorious Years at t,he NLC
by Herman Bluestein
In one month, I will have completed my legal
education. I have attended this institution for three full
years, and finally will' graduate somewhere (most
undistinguished) in the middle of mv class.
Looking back over those three years,some questions
come to mind. What has this school done for (or to) .-
me? What have I learned? What kind of experience was
It?
My feelings toward this institution could best be
characterized as frustration and disappointment. These
feelings exist because this institution was not designed
to benefit or enrich me, or any other student. Can you
imagine that? On the surface, we pay the tuition, we
attend the classes, we are evaluated, ergo we are the
. prime beneficiaries' of this educational. institution.
Right? No.
Three issues have arisen over the past three years.
which have convinced me that the policies of this
institution do not put the student first, second, or even
third, but probably fourth or fifth. Those issues have
been,in- chronological order, grade reforrnvstudent
participation, and faculty tenure.
During my first year, llliidespread dissatisfaction with
the grading system was aired by students. There was
even talk of change! A referendum was planned and
scheduled. Although a' majority of students voted for
somealternative'to' the present system, three years
later, the present' system still exists. And professors
vociferously assert that "Yes, there is a difference
between a 72 and a 73." The difference between a 72
and a 73 is not the main problem with the present
grading system.
If the grading system were designed for us, then we
would be told what we had done wrong. It would be a
learning tool. It would provide feedback to us, so that'
we could improve ourselves. The grading system was
designed for, and is used exclusively by, the large law
firms. They are the prime beneficiaries of the grading
system. When a law professor spends long hours
grading exams, he is doing it for Wilmer, Cutler &
Pickering, not for you. Think about it.
During my second year, the issue of student
participation. 'arose. Or should I say was initiated by
students who were deranged enough to suggest that
theyshould have a voice in matters which affect them?
Harold Green quickly brought them back to their
senses, with a committee report which so obfuscated
the issue that today we -are no further along than we
were three years ago. A job well done, Harold. You
have shown us time and time again that our presence in
this institution is - an infringement upon your
profession. By the way, what profession is that? Are
you a lawyer, or .a law school professor?' If you are a
professor, is your duty to students or to other
professors?
As was seen in the Banzhaf tenure hassle, whether or
not matters affected students could not interfere with
the .facultv's powers to determine exclusively what or
who was best for us. In the case of the issue of student
participation, students have been shown time and time
again that policy decisions which affect them will be
made exclusively by, and tor the benefit of, the
faculty. Whose institution is this? Is an educational
institution for the faculty? If so, why have students?
There is one very simple reason why this institution
bothers, to, have students at all. The university has
, determined that it is necessary to have students so that
a favorable cash flow can be achieved and maintained.
It is a slight inconvenience (they have had to hire
maintenance and support personnel just to "clean up"
after the students) but over the years it has proven to
be a wise (i,e, profitable) decision. You are here to
keep Lloyd Elliott's business in the black. For as little
as this institution does for you, they certainly depend
on your dust.
Has the faculty earned the money you have paid
them. How many have tried new teaching techniques?
How many in any way have tried to make their classes
interesting to you? You are being fucked. You get
nothing, yet you still keep paying for their crew cuts.
They are drinking your wine. <,
This year, the issue of tenure arose with the denial
of tenure to John Banzhaf. The faculty. again
successfully warded off a student incursion into their
exclusive decisional domain. We were told that it
would be, "better" if we didn't press the student
participation issue, or the greater tenure issue. That we
should carefully and persuasively state our reasoned
opinions on the matter, in wirtten form, of course. (We
don't want to have to look at you, to talk with you, to
in any way associate with you.) Why is this faculty
here? Why do they have offices in the same building in
which we have classes? Is it for their convenience, or
ours? They have told us it is for theirs. In that case, we
must apologize for imposing our presence upon them,
for any inconvenience which the architect of Stockton
Hall may have caused them.
Throughout the Banzhaf tenure hassle, one point
became clear. The real issue, whether or not there
should be tenure at ali, would be obscured by those
who least wanted to face the issue, those whose [obs
would be on the, line, those who were well able to I
subject others to what they themselves had not been
subjected. Once again, their interests were placed above
those of the students, and once again, we were shown
for whom this institution was designed and is
perpetuated.
I am leaving this law school, anxious to learn once
again. I have learned very little of what I was supposed
to learn in law school, due to outdated teaching
methods, faculty resistance to change, and the
institutional problems to which I have devoted this
article. I am not optimistic about the ability of the law
school to change in the areas which I have discussed.
As is, the law school can hardly be characterized as an
educational institution. Rather it is anti-educational.
The beneficiaries are, in order of their importance,
first, the law firms; second, the legal profession and
establishment; third, the law school administration,
faculty, and alumni; fourth, the university corporation;
and finally, the students.
As a student, you may be asking yourself "Where do
I fit in?" The answerto that question is that you don't
fit into this institution as it presently exists. You just
do a little act here, a routine. If you like this little, act,
fine, do it! If not, I urge and incite you to get out.
Your term is up if you want it to be: This place isa
bullshitinstitution, and everyone responsible for
making it what it is today will be here tomorrow.
They've made sure of that.
NOBLE, from p. 1
SBA's latent power. This power could
be realized by restructuring SBA, if its
present power is insufficient, so that it
could meet its expanded goals. The
resulting increased efficacy would more
truly represent student interests, and
would hopefully stimulate the school
out of its apathy into constructive
action and programs that might be
extremely edifying.
Increased student activity and
participation, not only for '.student
interests but also for the best interests
of the school, have been a fact of life in
most colleges and in many high schools
in this country. If elected President of
SBA, I propose to use the Student Bar
as a catalyst to make attending this
school a more effective experience.
SCHIFFRES, from' p. 1
legal personnel, to help in a variety of
ways. The SBA can serve a viable
function.
Third, I propose that a committee of
students should be - sit up to study in
detail the recently passed DC Crime Bill.
I feel that such a study would be
extremely helpful for the people of the
Washington area and of the country.
The bill, which went into effect in
February, is loaded with questionable
legislation ranging from no-knock
entries to preventive detention to the
complete theoretical destruction of a
viable bail agency in DC. Such a
committee could issue a report perhaps
in book or pamphlet form that could be
helpful in any upcoming litigation.
Fourth, I believe that the current and
prospective students of this law schoof
should not be hampered strictly via the
class room in search of a clinical law
program. An accredited system
hopefully through the SBA should be
set up on a year long basis. Groups of
students or individuals should be able to
pick their areas of concern and follow
through perhaps' with' an initial topic
screening process by a joint student
faculty committee. A similar proposal
had been made this year and defeated
but I am certain that with solid student
support such a program could be
developed which would help bolster our
sagging clinical law program.
United. States Attorney's, Office;
l\t1ississippi Project; Legal Aid Bureau,
Board of Directors; Projects: Meaningful
Assistance in the Neighborhood, Legal
Teaching Program, Special Assignments;
Van Vleck Upper Class Appellate
Competition; Law Library Assistant;
Tenant Organizing; Member, Phi Alpha
Delta; Board of Directors, Women's
Legal Defense Fund; Consumer
Protection Activities.
DICK BYRD: 2nd Year Night
Representative, Student Bar Association
(1970-71 );- GW Engineering School;
Electronics Engineer;, Defense
Communications. Agency, US
Department of Defense; Board of
Directors, Northern Virginia Chapter,
American Civil Liberties Union; Editor
of "Civil Liberties" column in Northern
Virginia Sun.
Lastly, I propose that the students of '
this law school have the right to know
in detail how our admission process
works and how it can be made to work
better to serve minority groups. Here
again, I propose that a publishable study
be made ..
I will attempt to implement the
.above programs if elected and I will
. attempt to be a visible, responsive and
maybe sometimes a little nutty
President of the Student Bar
Association.
MCALLISTER, from p.I
, equal opportunity to participate on Law
Review. We're also concerned with some
of the basics: convenient parking, a
coffee bar that'S open at night, donuts
and sandwiches. We've never had any
place to air our complaints.
McALLISTER: Frankly what we
students need is a pipeline to the head
shed. Students'· concerns must be
communicated to the faculty and
Administration by the SBA; it is not
enough for these concerns to be heard;
they must be listened to and acted
upon. Furthermore, the SBA should
provide the impetus for AD HOC
COMMITTEES which will deal with
issues of pressing importance to the
student community.
McALLISTER AND BYRD:
Students! Whatever power the SBA will
have is what you give it. Make a change.
Cast your vote. DO IT!
Activities:
PEGGY McALLISTER: Law Clerk,
ERNIE MciNTOSH, DAY VICE·PRES.
I:::===W"_~I
Ii "If the Government Can't Stop mm
ir the War, We'll Stop their
[~~~J
FREE
BAR
REVIEW
COURSE
Any, second year student
wishing to take over David
Bantleon's position of posting
Nacrelli Bar Review Ads
around the Law Center will be
rewarded with a free Bar
Review course next year.
Contact Mrs. Nacrelli at
347-7574 for information
S.B.A.
LAW BOOK
EXCHANGE
CONSIGNORS
If you have books
on consignment which
are now obsolete
.PLEASE STOP BY
TO PICK THEM UP
Harlan-Brewer House
714 21st NW676·7150
Tues & Thurs 3-7p.m.
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Douglas' 'International Dissent:' Pop History and Politics
by Harold C. Gordon
International Dissent by William O. Douglas.
(Vintage, 1971, 155 pp., $1.95).
William O. Douglas is at it again. The Associate
Justice, fresh from having tacked on the right of
rebellion to the Bill of Rights, has moved on to more
spectacular achievements in the field of foreign policy.
With International Dissent, Douglas has produced a
tawdry little volume containing proposals which are
neither well reasoned, well presented or original. The
book is Woodrow Wilson's Fourteen Points rehashed; it
is Wendell Wilkie's One World warmed over; it is a
superficial and shallow work which may impress the
ideologically sympathetic but which cannot bear
critical examination.
The core of the book consists of the "Six Steps
Toward World Peace" which the Justice feels should be
America's "platform" at the U.N. as a basis for an
"international consensus."These may be summarized
as follows: (1) the end of all military alliances, (2) the
liberation of all colonies and the abolition of all
protectorates, (3) American recognition of Red China
and the admission of Red China to the U.N., (4) an
international regulatory body to govern the control
and use of the ocean floor [This means the entire
ocean floor; according to Douglas national sovereignty
may well have to end at low tide.l , (5) the formulation
of a program to bring underdeveloped nations into the
technological age and (6) the establishment of "rules of
law" to govern international relations.
At first glance these proposals may appear to some to
be rational, idealistic or even obvious - but so did
Wilson's Fourteen Points. The problem lies with
applying abstract ideals to actual circumstances. "Self
determination of nations" is indeed a noble concept
but how practical did it prove to be when applied to
the ethnic crazy quilt which emerged from the
wreckage of the Austro-Hungarian Empire? Likewise,
"open diplomacy." Even Wilson must have realized the
futility of that one at the Versailles Conference when
Clemenceau and Orlando proceeded to negotiate in
French (a language with : which he was unfamiliar)
under his very nose.
Such is the case with Justice Douglas. With regard to
Point 3, for example, he does. not even mention the
knotty problems posed by Nationalist China's seat on
the Security Council, and as far as Point 2 is concerned
it appears that he does not regard Latvia, Lithuania,
Estonia or for that matter, Cuba, as either "colonies"
or "protectorates." Similarly, he - proposes
"international. rules of law" to govern complex and
controversial world problems without providing for
their impartial and effective enforcement.
As if hard realities were not enough, the Justices's
proposals also suffer" from the tortured arguments
which their author advances on their behalf. These
provide a telling commentary on the august ~nd of
Justice Douglas and the sweeping scope of his intellect.
He is perceptive: "Peking is powerful and important."
He is profound: "Russia is no angel." He is prophetic:
"What we do, the Russians will not necessarily do." At
times he is merely autobiographical: "Many people, by
the time they' are forty, experience what the famed
biologist Albert Szent-Gvor]i calls the 'b:ain freeze'."
More specifically, the Justice's arguments rnav be
said to fall into three categories: pop history, pop
politics and sheer sophistry. To fully explore the
errors, 'omissions and misrepresentations of these
would require a book the length of Gone With the
Wind and the services of a professional truth squad.
However, perhaps a few examples will suffice. .
The Justice's pop history, which may be defined as
the world as Justice Douglas says it was, is enough to
disturb even the casual student of the subject. When,
for example, Douglas claims that there were no
"inflammatory" territorial claims present at the Hague
Conference of 1899 (which he credits with outlining an
"international utopia") he not only ignores the
hereditary Franco-German dispute over,
Alsace-Lorraine but the conflicting' ambitions of
Austria-Hungary and Russia in the Balkans (which
triggered World War I) and the fact that less than a year
before Britain and France had been on the brink of
hostilities over the Sudan. Also disconcerting is tlie
Justice's view of Russian history.
He rationalizes the existence of the Warsaw Pact as
the natural result of Russia's longstanding fear of
invasion from the West. However, he does not
adequately deal with Russia's equally long history as an
invader-of the West or anywhere else.
He cites the Swedish invasion of Russia in 1709
without explaining that it was Peter the Great who first
attacked the Swedes and he cites the French invasion
of 1812 without' discussing' the "non-aggression pact"
with Czar Alexander I concluded with Napolean in
order to annex Finland, just as the. Hitler-Stalin pact of
a century later enabled Russia to grab half of Poland.
Incidentally, he dates the German invasion of Russia at
1939 when it actually occurred in 1941-an error
unworthy of even an undergraduate term paper.
Indeed, by the time Douglas suggests that Red
China's intervention in the Korean War was due to
U.N. aggression one can easily imagine him shouting as'
his battle cry: "Damn the history books! Full speed
ahead!" ,
'The Justice's pop politics. operate in the same
myopic manner. He maintains that' for' the United
States to abandon all its treaty commitments wil,l not
lead to the Communist takeover of smaller countries
such as South Korea because when South Korea was
invaded the United Nations intervened. What he fails to
point out of course is that the U.N. was able to act on
behalf of South Korea - and in fact to. act at all -, only
because the Soviet Union was boycotting the Security
Council and could not exercise .its veto. He also
disregards the fact "that the U.N. has since failed to
resolve any major conflict involving, the two
superpowers and was not even' able to prevent the
Arab-Israeli War of 1967.
As for sophistry, International Dissent could
convince Socrates that he was born before his time. We
are informed, inter alia, that "Throughout history,
preparedness has always led to war" - a statement
which ignores the fact that it was 'the unpreparedness
(See DISSENT, p, 10)
SBA' Candidates
JOHN TURNER
John Turner
Day Vice-Pres.
For the past several years,
the office of Vice President of the SBA
• has served as an outstanding example of
benign anonymity. Its major worth
appears to have assumed the form of
personal aggrandizement, particularly in .
making one's resume more attractive to
prospective employers. Needless to ,say,
neither the SBA nor the student body
has benefited from this type of
ineffective practice. The success of a
viable student bar association depends
upon the interest, energy and
motivation of all its officers.
I believe that in addition to whatever
titular function a Vice President serves,
he must also act as an innovator and
help to implement policies in which the
majority of the students have an
interest. By assuming the office of Vice
President, one immediately stands as a
fi~uciary in relationship to the rest of
the student body. As Vice President I
would not take this trust lightly, and
would work to make the SBA more
visible and accessable to the student
body; Through such a program, Iwould
hope that the student body could see
more concrete reforms originate from
the SBA, and take a more positive role
by participating in their
imJ'lementation.
Two problems with which I am
especially concerned are the allegations
linda Auerbach
2nd Year SBA
I think we should not kid ourselves
about the real power of this student
government. Most decisions appear to
be made by the faculty and dean's
office; there seems to be little advising
and consenting for the SBA to do.
However, the SBA, as shown in its
leadership of the student backing of
Professor Banzhaf, can. be a more
creative forum to articulate, activate
and direct student interests, in areas
affecting their· legal ed~cation.· In
addition, the SBA should continue its
support of the LSCRCC programs and
develop more creative use of legal
talents here as was done by the'
Environmental Law Society with their
symposium. For example, next year the
American Justice Symposium could be'
sponsored by the Law Center. What is
most important is to keep open
communication between students and
faculty. In this way students may have a
more effective and continuous
participation in the decisions affecting
their legal education. The recent ULI
decision is a case at point. Since the ULI
was an important part of legal education
here, arid in fact was the reason many
first year students chose GW; the
student government should have
participated in the decision making
process-at least toward formulating a
reasonable alternative. That way, the _
decision would look more like due
process than a summary
disposition.
of discrimination in admissions policies
in regards to women, and.a student
voice in faculty tenure considerations.
A commission should be created to
investigate charges of discrimination in
admitting women to the law school. If
the allegations prove to be true, two
a Iternatives are available. The
admissions committee might regulate
itself accordingly to prevent a violation
of the 1964 Civil Rights Act, or, women
should be included on the committee.
There is no need for the office of
Vice President if it is to serve merely as
a form without substance. For this
reason, the person selected as Vice
President should be both an innovator
and an implementor. If elected, I shall
do my best to be both.
MARK BERLIN
Mark Berlin
,'3rd Year SBA
"A man must have a certain amount
of intelligent ignorance to get
anywhere." -Charles Francis Kettering
The workings of the SBA and the
university may be new to me, but at
least I won't get bogged down iT!
supporting and reinforcing past
positions. I have no grandiose plan of
reorganization-but that should be both
unnecessary and impractical in a
constantly changing law center. I only
. promise to meet next year's challenges
head-on and help solve them to the best
of my ability.
BORED WITH CLASSES?
Next year,
writefor.the
ADVOCATE!
Manning Warren
2nd Year Night
it is regrettable that the Student Bar
Association Assembly at GW has been in
. hiding for the past nine months. It
makes itself known only by faint
murmurs during annual elections, or by
an occasional brawl among the
representatives.
We must either find the SBA and
make it an effective student
organization or abolish its assembly.
There is no reason for supportinq a
sham organization whose only purpose
has been the complementation ofafew
students' resumes.
As the second . year night
representative, " well "prbpose a bill
requiring SBA representatives to
organize and attend open monthly
meetings for the purpose of exchanging
ideas with the students they represent.
Students will be encouraged to make
suggestions; request referendums. e.q.,
on the pass - fa iI system; call
representatives to task for their inaction
or irresponsible actions; ·and to submit
their individual bills for approval by the
Assembly.
If the SBA Assembly rejects the idea
of open meetings, then I will hold such
meetings for i personal exchanges with
the second year night students.
I would also like to establish a "Niqht
Students' Curriculum Committee,"
composed solely of night students, to
discuss ideas and make proposals as to
curriculum solidarity. i.e., to ensure that
certain courses will be available at night
at least one semester each academic
year; as to the addition of certain day
courses to the evening curriculum; and
as to other problems that may arise
involving curriculum.
The SBA Assembly, to be an effective
body, must be responsive to student
needs and ideas. Open meetings with
representatives, student committees,
and issue referendums should be
designed and established toward this
end.
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Edit"orials
McAllister- SBA
The Advocate urges you to vote for Peggy McAllister for ,Student
Bar Association President. In the past year the Advocate has been
highly critical of the Student Bar and in particular of David
Bantleon and the lack of leadership he has brought to the-office-
Our editorials have even gone so far as to suggest that the SBA
itself be abolished and in its place a Student Union be substituted.
Such a Union would not serve to deal with the procedures of
drawing a budget from student funds apportioned by a generous
faculty, but rather would act as a bargaining agent designed to aid
the students in achieving some substantive controls over their law
school.
In supporting Peggy, we do not disavow any of these principles.
Rather we feel Miss McAllister is the candidate best suited for the
task of carrying them out. She would bring to the National Law
Center an unusual awareness of the. problems of all the students and
also a willingness to work for substantive change rather than being
concerned with the sophomeric debates that have so often been the
trademark of this year's assembly.
For these reasons the Advocate urges you _to give Peggy
McAllister _your support.
~SFC Elections
With the initiation of a Law School Student-Faculty Committee
came an opportunity for SFCstudent representatives to legitimately
lobby for the interests and needs of their constituents. Instead, as
demonstrated by their retrogressive performance during the past
year, we discovered that many of our voices were more concerned
with personal aggrandizement and administrative-faculty brownie
points.
Howard Sribnick and Lindo Dorian will be less concerned with
their personal profit . .They possess the the ability to advocate the
students' viewpoint of the role of the legal profession and the means
by which one is educated to deal with that role. Thus, the Advocate
endorses Sribnick - and Dorian for third-year SFC
representatives.
Cri mina I Seminor
The Advocate urges the Curriculum Committee to endorse the
proposed Criminal Practice Seminar which is now before them; The
importance of this course is that it will give the students an
opportunity to participate in, and assume responsibility for a good
deal of the investigative, pre-trial, and trial work in Superior Court
cases. While the students' work will be supervised by local criminal
lawyers, we can be assured that students will be given a large share
of the responsibility for a case if we compare this proposal to a
similar course already in existence at Georgetown. -
The Advocate believes that this course would offer the students
the best type of learning experience available-namely giving
students a serious responsibility under competent supervision. And
the course will fill the current gap existing at the NLC between our
course in" Advanced Criminal Procedure and actual criminal
litigation.
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Another Year Past
.Ii::..
by Gene Mechanic
Another school year will
terminate in a few more weeks.
The past year has meant various
things to the different segments
of our cornmunitv, but to most
it can be placed under the
category of "unexciting." To
those who will graduate the key
word is "finally." Their
embarkation into the real world
is well deserved; as they have at
last completed their tour
through the universe of mental
masturbation. Oh, how I E;nvy
them.
Most likely it was the second
year student who received the
least stimulation during the past
year. He (J hope Women's Lib
will excuse the pronoun) was still
too far from the diploma to see
the end, and unlike the first year
student who was experiencing a
-new phenomenon, he could not
get his heart into archaic rules
and regulations.
There may be some
consolation in that the law
school was no more boring
during the past year than it had
been for generations. Certainly if
our forefathers could suffer
through the years of ivory tower
irrelevancy we can do the same.
Who says kids today are not as
strong as they used to be?
There were, throughout the
year, numerous cries that law
school courses and teaching
methods perpetuate boredom
and do not instruct the student -
on how to deal with the real
world. With the Banzhaf issue
we heard how the faculty was
attempting to suppress relevant
clinical work. Along with the
ULI question came complaints
that the administration wanted
to keep the law school separated
from real people and significant
problems.
It is, however, about time to
criticize ourselves for
institutionalizing our boredom.
We complain" about the
abovementioned, yet will find it
too frightening to use our power
to perpetuate our goals.
Although our clinical
opportunities within the
curriculum structure amount to-
"give them a piece of candy"
programs, most of us fail to take
advantage of them not because
we are too proud to accept the
administrative lollipop, but
because we are either lazy or too
frightened to miss a course
which might give us a brownie
point on the bar exam. If the
administration and faculty are
anachronisms, so are we. How.
can we expect to initiate
beneficial and interesting clinical
programs if ninety per cent of us
refuse to use our abilities now?
We have enough power to turn
over law school curriculum and
thus revolutionize the law
profession. But we cannot do it
by signing up for the same old
courses and spending our life in
the basement of the library
studying casebooks.
If we want to alter the
inequities in , this system, we
must learn about the people and
problems that comprise it. We
must experience as much stimuli
as possible. The administration
and faculty are not going to
hand this to us, so we must get
to it ourselves. The bar exam can
be passed after a six week bar
review course, but it takes a
much more rigorous and
lengthier course to pass an exam
in the real world.
This year. is past, but next year is
before us. It is time for us to
organize new projects, to aid the
people within our community,
and to demand faculty and
administrative recognition of the
work.
We can petition for new
"courses. We can use the clinical
credit presently allotted to us as
a step to radically change the
concept of law school.
We can approach lawyers and
community leaders asking for an
opportunity to work with them.
We can also sit back, complain
about our courses, but use every
credit we have to take them.
We can become neurotic
because we may receive a 73
instead of a 77. We can sit in the
library for twelve hours a day so
we can have a two day lead over
most others who take the bar
review course.
And after graduation many of
us can complain that we are
bored because the senior partner
refuses to let us deal with the
real issues the legal profession
should! deal with. Interesting
life.
~1'Love You, J. Burns
by David Kaufman
"Walter Windshield, star Advocate reporter,
here conducting an interview with Bob Ballbuster,
who just recently won the Jacob K. Burns
Nebbish Award for being the graduating student
with the most hours logged studying in the Law
Library, eclipsing the record set by J. Edgar
Hoover ('82), who trained for his current job by
bugging the law school while a student here. First
of all, Bob, isn't that an unusual last name you've
got there?"
"Yes, Walter. My given name is Bob Sled, but
people hip to my studying habits always said to
me, 'Bub, you're a real ball buster: I had my name
. changed so as to convey my identity through my
name, much as 'Mr. Clean' or 'Pussy Galore: "
"So how does it feel to be interviewed here like
a celebrity, Bob?"
"Terrible. I've had to cut down on my library
hours to accept awards and attend dinners, and
when I'm kept away from the Library too long I
start to suffer withdrawal symptoms. This
happened once before, and I know the signs all
too well. At the beginning of legal cold turkey I
get this terrible -craving for case citations. As it
goes on I start getting delirious, and I shout, '1
need some legal stuff, please! . Black's Law
Dictionary, Am Jur 2nd-Anything!' Then I really
go wild by invoking the names of great Justices. I
might shout, '1 love you, Charles Evans Hughes,'
or 'Give me a Hand job, Learned,' or '1 really
relish Felix Frankfurter: "
"1'11 try to make the interview as short as
possible then. I'd like to know how you logged so
many hours in the Library?"
"Well, Walter, the first day in law school I
staked a claim to table '·24 in the Iibrarv
basement. Just to let everyone know I meant
business I brought in my toothbrush and shaver, a
hot plate, and even a bedpan so I wouldn't have
to make the trek to the second floor bathroom. I
don't think the other students took to that very
well. One of the students deposited a yellowish
liquid in the bedpan with a note alongside saying,
'1 stopped here to liquidate my assets.' Another
jokester left an extracted legal opinion on ny
stove, with the instruction, 'Fry at 375 degrees
and you will have a very heated" case.' They
seemed to think I regarded that desk as my home
away from home, but little did they realize that
the Library was my home-I even told my friends
to write care of the Jacob Burns Law Library.
"Did you ever sleep overnight in the Library?" .
"Oh, yes, many times-I not only lived the Law,
I dream it too."
"Wasn't it uncomfortable sleeping at your
desk?"
"Well, I didn't really sleep at the desk. There's
an empty shelf between the Supreme Court
Reporters and the Southern Reporters, and that's
where I slept. I guess you could say I've slept
between William O. Douglas and Harold
Carswell:'
"The Law truly makes strange bedfellows, Bob.
Tell me, doesn't it get lonely down there in the
basement?"
"Not really, Walter. I've made some wonderful
friends down there. There's Les Loquitur, Sue
Generis, and the inimitable Sally Studier. At the
close of a weary day in the Library I look at Sally
and she looks at me, and there's this
undescribable magnetism in the air. We wait until
everybody's left the Library, and then we reach
the climax of the day-we double check each
other's citations. What a release of tensions to
know our citations are correct."
"You mean you and Sally don't have those
'urges,' if you know what I mean?"
"Oh, sure we do, but we sublimate those urges
to our urge to know the Law. I guess you could
say we're 'Horny' for the Law. Although one
night recently Sally was wearing these new
Short-shorts, and I was sorely tempted."
(See BALLBUSTER, p. 8)
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Abortion Cohn ,Defended
Abortion is a game with no
winners. It is a destructive
process in every sense of the
word. Woman shuns the role of
motherhood which belongs to
her exclusively because of her
physical and physiological
makeup. The physician shuns his
role as healer and becomes the
co-destroyer of incipient human
life.
,
, By aborting, woman deprives
herself of her highest calling as
co-creator of human life. By
performing the abortion, the
physician prostitutes ,his high
, profession and becomes a mere
technician with a uterine
vacuum cleaner. And all this in
t!le name of
con s tit uti ona IIy -protected
liberty, equality and humanity.
The long-range effects of
abortion on the woman or on
the medical profession will not
be known for some time-so the
wisdom of such widespread
practice now is at least
questionable.
One, thing is certain-the
overall effect of abortion as a
common practice will be to
bring woman closer to the
nonchildbearing status of man.
This, will no doubt result in
" making woman more man-like.
But is this what woman really'
wants?
The authoress of the article
has become the talking doll of
the prophets of overpopulation.
She is blase to think that
abortion will serve to reduce the
ills of overpopulation-that idea
has been discredited long ago.
Her, argument of woman's
"right" to have an abortion is
just a means of lubricating the
abortion machinery which exists
as the most Ineffectivemeans of
population control.
Victor H. Negron
Pro Bono
I feel compelled to respond to your editorial of March 29,1971 in
which assertions without any factual basis were used to slur the
character of Mrs. Cahn. It is indeed unfortunate that emotional
involvement in the ULI crisis has been so tligh that it was impossible
for the Advocate to write an editorial without slanting the facts to
support its position.
A careful perusal of past issues of the Advocate finds that not
one statement was recorded where any ULI staff member indicated
that the Anacostia suit would be dropped if ULI goes. In response
to Advocate questions on March 15, 1971, Mrs. Cahn never stated
that the Anacostia suit would be dropped. f
While clinical education will not die when ULI goes, there will be
serious repercussions: 1) the clinical sessions (573), Federal
Programs (4511, and Community Organization (453) will most
probably not be taught; 2) the curriculum will not be supplemented
with ULI material in traditional courses as was initiated this year
with Professors Brown and Sharpe; 3) there will be little new
material added to such courses as Community Economic
Development, and Problems of the Consumer; 4) new ULI courses
will not be added to the curriculum-courses entitled Family Law,
and Social Welfare Legislation and Policy were being planned for
next year, to be taught by the ULI staff. Professor Cahn outlined
her proposal to expand the program for J.D. candidates in her
faculty statement of March 26. She only objected to the use of ULI
as a depository where students would do field work without
supervision or intellectual scrutiny and discussion of the work.
Mrs. Cahn did not ask her "Friends" in the ABA and National
Legal Aid to come to GWU to secure some "lnquisition type
headlines." FACT is an institutionalized joint committee of those
organizations, specifically established to investigate and mediate
disputes involving Legal Services Programs, it is not an, ad hoc
committee. The request was made by the Chairman of the National
Clients Council, and other members of the National Advisory
Committee of OEO. This was documented by the letter of William
Lowry, Chairman of FACT in the Hatchet of March 29. Mrs. Cahn
has stated that FACT will have full access to all ULI records.
In direct conflict with 'the Advocate editorial, the March 29
Hatchet reported in a news story about the faculty "compromise,"
"Reliable sources close to OEO Acting Director Frank Carlucci have
told the Hatchet that under no' circumstances would this
corporation be funded by OEO." We may assume the Hatchet's
information is more current because the Advocate was apparently
printed before the faculty vote could be reported. Furthermore, in
letters dated March 23 to both Mrs. Cahn -and Dean Kramer. the
Acting Director of OEO Legal Services, Arthur Reid,stated that
b6thhe and Mr. Carlucci agreed that OEO would not directly fund
the field work of the ULI, "(D)irect funding of the Urban Law
Institute will defeat the purpose of the grant .-. , .:' In light of these
statements, it seems conclusive that OEO would not accept any
alternative funding proposal, even through a non-profit corporation.
However, the above only clouds the real issue-the separation of
the field work from the GWU academic program.Dean Kramer has
constantly reiterated that GWU would not be responsible for the
field work in the future, and for that reason, it must be separated
from the Law Center, and is non-negotiable. Mrs. Cahn just as
adamantly refused to separate the field work from its academic
aspects, citing the need for academic legitimacy and scrutiny of the
field work. This is not a concept of hers that evolved out of the
present crisis. In an article written with her husband in-the Yale
Law Journal of July, 1964, she stated, "The university affiliation
would also serve as the vehicle for the examination, and
development of legal doctrines and inter-disciplinary perspectives
through research papers and seminars based on case material
developed from the law firm's files and participated in by the
lawyers and student interns involved in thecase," In the May;1970
Your column; "A Radical's
Interview," which appeared in
the March 29, 1971 issue of The
Advocate, has come across my
"huge desk," I found it amusing
and substantially accurate.
The orily misimpression which
your column gave, which I
would like to correct, is the
inference that possibly could be
drawn therefrom that all long
hair lawyers are engaged only in
"public interest work," while all I see him
short hair lawyers are engaged His hair neat, his suit impeccable.
only in "corporate work." In He steps briskly
this respect, I think you are For the client waits
giving short shrift to both the To give eagerly
long and short hairs. For The check that will pay
example, I am transmitting For the second cadillac.
herewith a copy of a I note that his sideburns are cut
Jurisdictional Statement to the Just so
Supreme Court in a case which And I see
our short·hairedfirm has been ::::::The attache case
handling for the past year, on a :1:1:: t:~~~~ea~~;~'~gleSS paper within.
~:~alt~fn~he ~:~~oc C~~~itt~: ::::: And I think of
on Consumer Protection against ,:",:':,:~fo~~: ~a~:~~ roach
the Department of Justice, the
I n t e r s tat e Com mer c e ::::::Of addict and prostitute
Commission and the nation's Of hope lost
railroads. You may find that it Or never had.
does encompass what some long And I cannot look
as well as short haired people In the mirror. :::::
might consider to be a few of ~y God,:::::
~~~es?reat problems of our Why am I here? Jim Weigert lil:1
Jacob P. Billig :};:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:::;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:::;:;:;:;:;:;:::;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:;:::;:::;:;:::;:;:;:::;:;;;:::::;:;:;:;:;:::;:;:;:;:::;:::;:;:;:::::::;:;:::;:::;:;:;:;:::;:;:;:::::;:;:;:;:;:;:;:::::::;:;:::::::;:;:;:::;:::;:;:;:::>.::;:;:;:;:;:::;:;:;::::?
A Law Student and a Lawyer
issue of the Yale Law Journal, Mr. and Mrs. Cahn wrote, "Clinical
Programs must not be permitted to degenerate into a grandiose
abdication of responsibility whereby the 'law school simply'
abandons the student during the third year and leaves him largely to
his own devices under the guise of affording him 'practical
experience." It must become a joint venture in discovery for the
academic community where, undigested chunks of reality are
subjected to the most highly disciplined form of intellectual
scrutiny,"
It is clear then that when Jean Cahn discusses clinical law
programs, the, field work is entwined with a classroom setting. In
this context then, the Carlson, "compromise" which would still
separate the field work from the University, would in fact weaken
and bastardize the program, and yes, no 'program would be better
than this bastardized one. I donotconsider it arrogance to stand by
one's basic concepts' and refuse to compromise them in a
fundamental way.
It may however be arrogance for the Advocate 'to say that such a
program would not be considered bastardized bvthe community or
the students. It seems that the community indicated its extreme
displeasure with .the severance of ULI from the University. Let us
understand that while there is always room for a public interest law
firm oriented towards the black community, that was not what ULI
was set up to be. Rather, it was to be of long run benefit to the
community by 'educating and sensitizing law students throughout
the country to the problems of the poor and minority groups; The
short run by-product of the educational program that would also
help the community was the litigation which developed new legal
weapons; but that was not the major purpose of ULI.
Furthermore, who can say that students do not suffer from the
separation of the field work from the University. Giving money
directly to professors will not necessarily enrich their courses.
Unsupervised field work and legal aid have only a limited usefulness.
The Advocate's Jim Krugman defined clinical education as law
students practicing law under, the supervision of prefessors and
other attorneys. While my own definition differs from that the
elements of supervision and academic scrutiny are there. This
concept is well embodied in the clinical session that I currently
attended. As Mr. Justice Brennan pointed out in a speech at GWU
six years ago, the student could combine a study of the theory of
the programs with field work which would determine their
practical functloninq.
The Advocate has concluded that Mrs. Cahn's megalomania and
insatiable hunger for power has been the reason for her refusal to
compromise. The Advocate may be too cynical to accept the fact
that some people do stick to their principles, and that the Carlson
proposal would effectively abnegate the true purpose of Ullin
striving to reform legal education. It seems that it would have been
far easier for Mrs. Cahn to accept the compromise in terms of power
realities. She probably would have still been able to teach courses at
the Law Center, and she would have been Director of an Urban Law
Institute which would in effect have become a public interest law
firm. She no longer would have to pick and choose her litigation,
which is now held toa minimum. Further, she would not have to
concern herself with the various restraints that affiliation with a
University brings. But Mrs. Cahn did not take the easy road.
I am dismayed that the Advocate puts such great blame on Mrs.
Cahn. I too feel that the community and the law students are hurt
by the severance, but 1_ choose to regard the intransigenceof Dean
Kramer to never allow future field work of ULI to come under
GWU sponsorship as the real reason for the inability to come to a
meaningful compromise.
Peter Bergmann
First Year Student
2813205
This man is EDWARD LAWRENCE HANNAWAY .
For the next two years he will be a visiting teaching
fellow in legal writing and research at the National
Law Center. It-may be difficult to identify him since
he has stated he will not wear a coat and tie. Tho
Advocate wishes to take this opportunity to wish
Edward the Best of Luck as he continues his career at
the Law Center.
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Budget Revealed
,
law courses. It is the money coming from the student's
pocket each year which is a resource of the law school.
Designated funds are funds which come from other
sources not paid directly by the student. These include
government contracts and grants as well as pri-vate
ones.
7. The endowment income for the Law Center for
fiscal 1970 was $12,324. As a factor in support of the
Law Center it was minimal. The total endowment was
$239,170. Most of it came from two sources, the
Cummings Fund, $97,480 and the De Knight Fund
with $130,690 in principal. In addition, various library
endowments totaled almost $20,000. The yield from
this fund was around 5%-certainly no get rich quick
scheme. The Law Center could have done better in a
savings account. i
In contrast to the law school, the school of medicine
and the hospital have vendowments of over $3.3
million; though these funds may suffer depletion as the
medical school faces the prospect of having to sell off
some of its endowment to keep going in the face of
rising costs.
8. Gifts and grants totaled $778,205 or almost a
quarter of the law school's resources. The Urban Law
Institute, funded by a' -grant from the Office of
Economic Opportunity, accounted for approximately
$360,000. The Patent-Trademark Research Institute
received about $190,000 for fiscal 1970. It is being
'phased out. Other large amounts were given to the
government, contracts program, computers in law, and
a study on prisons. The law school's degree exchange
program exchanged old L.L.B.s for new J.D.s at a cost
to the alumni of over $42,000., -
The controversial Urban Law Institute, which was
voted out by the faculty was investigated thoroughly -
by a General Accounting Office audit. The audit was
requested by a congressman who remained anonymous.
This is highly unusual. The conclusion of the audit is
appropriate here because the ULI involves over 10% of
the Law Center's total resources. The GAO audit found
that ULI, except for small discrepancies, utilized its
funds in the proper manner. The report went on to
emphasize the minimal aspect of the discrepancies.
9. and 13. Sponsored research funds are used
entirely by the people who receive funds. Their
purpose is to expand knowledge. As such they do not
add to resources which directly affect the law student.
The bulk of these funds went for mental health-
research as it relates to law, under a U;S. Public Health
Service grant. .
10. Total designated funds accounted for about 37%
of all resources. Of these funds only a very small part
were cash gifts- for general purposes. 1,483 alumni gave
$231,491. This represents only about 15% of the over
10,000 living alumni the National Law Center has. The
alumni who give contribute generously; but it appears
that alumni giving on a yearly basis is limited to
relatively few law graduates. Gifts which went for
general purposes are included in line 8. These
amounted to only around $12',000. The rest of alumni
contributions went to the library building capital fund.
Since it is separate from the law school that fund is not
reflected in this statement.
11. This figure represents all money available to the
Law Center when it is viewed as separate from the
University and must stand on its own. "
Direct expenses are those expenses which are
assessed only against the Law Center and are not
shared in common with the rest of the university.
12. The direct cost of instruction was the largest
item in the budget. Of this; $723,833 went to pay full
and part-time faculty for the regular academic year as
well as teaching fellows and proctors. There were close
to a hundred people who instructed at the Law Center
most of the time. About $100,000 is almost equally
divided between paying the summer school faculty and
running the law alumni office. The largest item was
$778,205, which is listed under instruction, but was
made up of the gifts and grants. $41,818 went to the
university charge for classroom space. This
computation is made to distribute the cost of
maintenance throughout the university and is assessed
at the rate of $2.33 per square foot in this accounting
scheme.
14. Line 14 is the total of lines 12 and 13. In the
main it is the expenses which accruedonly to the Law
Center. The university does not share them.
15. College and school administration included
$301,978 to maintain the Dean's office. This included
the salaries of the 4 deans and the non-academic
employees of the school such as the placement,
admissions and financial aid offices. Included in this is
about $75,000 for miscellaneous items ranging from
recruiting to postage. Two of these miscellaneous items
were the Advocate and the Student Bar
Association. The Law Review and The Journal of
International Law and Economics are under line 12 in
the instructional budget. $97,819 went for social
security and medical benefits for the faculty and staff.
The rest, $73,169 .went for the university, space
maintenance charge.
16.- Line 16 shows the school's contribution to
maintaining the general university offices. It is
computed as a fraction of the tuition dollars. Each
school within the university is assessed the same
portion of its tuition for this purpose. Again it is
important to point out that all tuition is paid to the
university. This charge is made on the basis of the
tuition that would have been collected if the school
were separate.
17. Line 17 is much the same as line 16; but it is
computed for operation and maintenance of that part
of the university plant shared by everyone.
18. Central to every Law Center is its library. Ours is
a new building opened in 1967. The library building
cost the students nothing. A government grant paid for _
1/3 the cost. The gifts of alumni arid others paid the
remaining 2/3. During fiscal 1970 the law library used
$173,656 to 'pay salaries and buy books. About
$116,000 went to pay the space charges. The other
$74,000· was the Law Center's contribution to the
general university library. Again this is based on a
percentage of the tuition attributed to the law school.
In commenting on the condition of the library,
Hugh Y. Bernard, librarian said, "We have the basics of
a first class working collection and the beginnings of a
research collection in Anqlo-American law." To
become a first class library for the number of students
now using the library he expressed the feeling that the
current rate of. $40 per student per year would have to
be doubled. -
19. Line 19 reflects the school's contribution to
student activities in the university as a whole. These
__activities include student activities offices, athletic
teams, dramatics and other activities of this sort.
20. Student aid includes only that aid which was
given to students of the law school. It includes the
trustee scholarships. When one considers that there are
over 1,800 students in the school this is very little
student aid. It is not enough to put 75 students on full
scholarshi p!
21. Capital charges are characterized by Mr. Robert
Shoup, systems analyst at the budget office,' as,
"representing the. use of current funds for a net
investment in the instructional plant." These too are
computed as a percentage share of the tuition dollar. ,
22. This is the total of lines 15 and 2f.
23. ThisIine Is paid mostly by the government to
reimburse indirect costs on its sponsored research. The
rate of reimbursement is computed for the university
as a whole. Once this rate has been established it is
applied in this scheme only to the school INherethe
research took place. This line involves Law Center
sponsored research only.
24. Line 23 substracted from line 22.
25. Total expenses are the sum of the direct and
indirect expenses. This figure of $3,262,748 reflects
the amount of the university funds needed to run the
Jaw school.
26. This is perhaps the most important line of all.
Under this new accounting scheme it shows that the
Law Center depended on the- rest of the university to
the extent of $51,801. That is, if the university could
be separated into departments and schools apart from
each other the LawCenter would need help.
CONCLUSIONS: To draw any definite conclusions
from this financial statement would be risky, in fact
misleading. As has been repeatedly pointed out this is
only the first try at establishing a new design for
university accounting procedures. Even now revisions
are under way which will alter the outcome of this
.scheme, It cannot be said with any certitude that the
so called "loss" would remain a "loss" if even a slight
change in accounting procedures is used. A loss of
$50,000 in an operation of. the size of the Law Center
could well be called insignificant; just as a gain of this
size would also be insignificant. None the less, despite
all the warnings conveyed with this report, it does at
least show about where the Law Center stands with
respect to the rest of the university.
In discussing the financial outlook .for the future
Dean Robert Kramer has said, "The budget does not
allow any substantial sums of money for launching
bold new programs." The Dean went on to point out
that there was little hope in the immediate future for
meaningful reduction in the student faculty ratio. A
critical problem he found, was to increase student aid
and to find more funds for books and staff.
Budget Director Johnson viewed the university
budget as one which sought to hold the line. "George
Washington is one of the few major private institutions
that relies so heavily on tuition income to finance' its
general operation budget," he said. He was quick to
point out that comparatively G.W. was less expensive
than most private schools. Tuition however, will
continue to escalate at least through the mid-70's.
Generally, the cooperation of the staff in the Budget
Office and Dean Kramer was excellent in helping this
reporter to get the facts. Still, the University
Comptroller refused this reporter full access to the
schedules and exhibits, that went into the preparation
of the University's general financial statement. These
would have been of great help in filling out the gaps
which are all too apparent as one reads this report. This
policy of secrecy makes the entire financial picture less
clear than it otherwise could be.
LAW RESOURCES AND EXPENSES
1969-70
. Subject to Adjustments
Resources
General Fund
Tuition paid by Majors
Tuition reimbursed from
other departments
Tuition paid to other departments
Net from tuition
Course Fees
Total General Funds
Designated Funds
Endowment Income
Gifts and Grants
Sponsored Research
Total Designated Funds
Total Resources
$2,332,443
$-- •••
$116,317)
$2,315,626
$22,288
$2,337,914
$12,324
$778,205
$82,504
$873,033
$3,210,947
Expenses
Direct
Instruction
Sponsored Research
Total Direct Expenses
Indirect
College or School Administration
General University Administration
and General Expense
Operation and Maintenance
of plant
Library
Student Activities
Student Aid
Capital Charges -
Total Indirect Expenses
Less: Indirect Expense
Reimbursement from sponsored
research
Net Indirect Expenses
Total Expenses
$1,644,273
$82,504
$1,726,771
$472,966
$362,808
$101,129
$363,150
$31,328
$127,722
$114,050
$1,573,153
$37,182
$1,535,971
$3,262,748
. $151,801)Net Gain or (Loss)
BALLBU5TER, from p. 4--
"You mean you dig those hot pants?"
"What's there to dig?-it's very uncomfortable
when your pants start to get hot." '
"Bob, you don't seem to understand. What Sally was
wearing are called hot pants now-how your pants felt
is besides the point. Haven't you heard about the new
hot pants style?"
"I guess I really don't keep up, with the news as
much as I should with all this studying, but I do read
every issue of Case & Comment. All my conversations
inevitably _turn to legal matters. The other day this
friend of mine wanted to talk sports with me, and I
said fine. First he asked me what I thought of the Ali
fight, to which I replied, 'It's been a tough fight all
right, but I don't think he'll whip the Supreme Court,'
He looked a little bemused, but proceeded to ask me
what I thought about the Curt Flood deal. I replied,
'That Bowie Kuhn gave him a .raw deal all right in the
Circuit Court, when he tried to attack baseball's reserve
clause,' The guy just walked away in disgust,"
"But for all your studying I notice that your average
ranks you in the bottom half of your class. How do
you account for this?" -
"I don't know, Walter. I study like crazy, but when I
get to the final exam I can't think straight. I've got all
this knowledge, but I don't know how to apply it."
"One final question. What do you plan to do once
you graduate from law school?"
"Well, the first thing I'm going to do is take a
well-earned vacation. I haven't decided yet, however,
whether "II vacation in the Berkeley Law Library or
the Stanford Law Library,"
"Thanks for the interview, Bob. May you meet the
Library of your dreams and live happily ever after,"
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of America: IIThe Greening
but with the utter wholeness
that Heidegger expresses."
Synergistics
This does not mean one is to
be selfish, rather it means that
one should start from the
premises based on human life
and the rest of nature.
Buchminster Fuller uses the
term Synergistics to describe
much the same thing. The idea is
. that no longer can life be
fragmented or compartmental-
ized. It must be lived fully and
wholely. '
Individual Worth
Consciousness III postulates
the absolute worth of every
individual-every self. No one is
expendable and competition is
no longer an' acceptable
approach to living.
Consciousness II rejects the
whole idea of excellence and
comparative, merit. People
should not be evaluated by
general standards or classified or
analyzed in groups. Each person,
has his own individuality, not to
be compared and measured in
relation to someone else or some
objective standard but to be
evaluated only in terms of the
self.
incorrect by changing times.
However what does seem to be
correct are some of the first
pr inciples of Consciousness III
that Reich describes with
excellent clarity.
Liberation
is that even if one assumes that
an individual can acquire and use
many of the advertised goodies
that are placed before him each'
'day by the television, he soons
learns that they bring not
freedom but difficulty. Many of
them are unsafe, many of them
are unreliable, and many of
them simply do not work. If a
turnpike 'is so clogged during
rush hours that a three mile trip
to the air port takes an hour and
a half, what good is a car with
four carburators and tires that
can, hold the road at 100 mph;
and if an airplane 'must circle
JFK for two, hours before
landing, why go to Fun City?
The result of course has been a '
consumer rebellion. Our desire
for the Midas, touch has turned
everything to unusable gold.
War Won't Sell
But all of this might not have
been enough to shock most
people to their senses. What was
enough was when the Corporate
State attempted to sell the
Vietnam War. It was this
attempt that brought the
contradiction, the mad logic, the
insanity of our lives home to so
many.
two page spread showing a
magnificent, dreamy, misty,
island scene, fog hovering over
exotic mountains, a shallow area
of water in the foreground with
a couple meditatively
contemplating the scene; the
caption says, 'The time is now.
The girl is your wife: What was
for sale? An air plane ride by
Pan Am. What was stirred up?
The longing for relaxation,
absence of work, for new
experiences, for closeness to
nature, companionship;
sensuality, romance, love,
mystery, awe, far horizons,
freedom from work and from
routine. The ad creates a desire
to be a beachcomber on some
deserted island, a desire for
escape, romance, idleness."
by Rodney J. Borwick
[Second of two perts.}
Herbert Marcuse wrote in
One-Dimensional Man that the
modern American Corporate
State would be able to continue
to exist by methods of
pacification. As in Aldous
Huxley's Brave New World,
Marcuse feels that gadgets,
entertainment, sex, leisure, and
even permission of harmless
dissent are all techniques that
the state may employ to keep
people, from ever dealing with a
system that day by day makes
them more mindless.
The Desire to Pacify
Reich, however feels, that this
is not being born out by the
facts. The very fact. that the
state has become a mindless
machine that no one controls
prevents it from taking these
steps toward self-preservation. If Once a man has been sold on
the Corporate State really had - something like this idea' (and
the positive desire to pacify its advertising by all accounts is
citizens, it would, for example, selling people with greater
long ago have legalized' efficiency each day) he is very
marajuana, it would not impose likely to lose not gain
censorship laws on books or enthusiasm for his work, Hard
films, now would it censor the work does not leave time or
media of radio and television.. energy for outside enjoyment. If
a man is persuaded to believe in
hedonism, he finds it hard to
hold on to public service. It soon
becomes psychologically
impossible to go back and forth
between self-denial and pleasure.-
Advertising is Subversive
"The foundation of
Consciousness III is liberation. It
comes into being the moment
the individual frees himself from
automatic acceptance of the
imperatives of society "and the
false consciousness which
society imposes. For example,
the individual no longer accepts
the personal goals proposed by
society; a change of personal
goals is one of the first and most
basic elements, of Consciousness
III. The meaning of liberation is
that, the individual is free to
build his own philosophy and
values:'
Self-Denial and Pleasure
Self, Not Societv
"Consciousness III starts with
self. In contrast to
Consciousness II which accepts'
society, the public interest, and
institutions as the primary
real itv, III declares that the
individual self is the only true
reality. The first principal is not
to do violence to oneself. It is a
crime to allow oneself to
become an instrumental being, a
projectile designed to
accomplish some extrinsic end, a
part of an organization or a
machine. It is a crime to be
alienated from oneself, to be a
divided or schizophrenic being,
to defer meaning to 'the future.
One must live completely at
each moment, not with the
frenzied 'nowness' of advertising,
The State's Self-Destruction
Bare Bones
The above is only the bare
bones of Consciousness III. To
understand Reich's ideas fully
the book must be read in its
entirety. However one must
keep in mind that Reich
incorporates by reference the
-ideas and insights of many
contemporaneous thinkers,
.writers, muscians and others
who reflect the anxieties and
hopes in our present day culture.
Habitual FalsenessThe Corporate, State instead
has helped to bring about the
beginnings of its self-destruction
by the very way it thinks it is
perpetuating itself-by methods
of television advertising. "To
have consumers for its
constantly increasing flow of
products the Corporate State
must have individuals who live
for hedonistic pleasures,
constant change, and expanding
freedom. To have workers for its
system of production, the State
must have individuals who are
ever more self-<lenying,
self-disciplined, and narrowly
confined. In theory they are
supposed to accept the discipline
of their work in order to enjoy
the pleasures of' consumption.
But the theory is all wrong:'
Think for a moment about what
the average television ad
attempts to emphasize in selling
its product. It often stresses that
if a particular product is used
greater sexual appeal will result
and often along with it the ad
stresses freedom.
"Starting with' an initial
political-ideological dispute in a
country on the other side of the
globe, we have butchered,
burned, and mutilated men,
women, and children, laid waste
a ' country, and meanwhile
created a science-fiction fantasy
of weapons capable of
destroying the entire world,
building more, more and more
weapons until the nation has
wasted its own cities, schools,
and needs in the effort,
impoverishing its people and
communal .Iife for this single
purpose:' "And the war carries
with it all the habitual falseness
of television advertising. It is for
'freedom'even though it is
attempting to perpetuate a
dictatorship. 'Elections' are held
that are obvious fakes. 'Agrarian'
reform is promised but never
takes place. It is a 'moral'war
fought by a country which
supports blatantly immoral
regimes all over the world, a
'defensive' war by a country
whose offensive military bases
ring the world."
"Once a man has been sold on
skiing, boating, foreign travel,
gourmet' cooking and pleasures
of status, he can no longer
believe in his work, The factory
. worker looks up from his
conveyer belt, the lawyer looks
up from his books, and both see
crisp, sparklinq snow, and
secluded beaches. Thus there is a
great subversive, revolutionary
force loose in America,
manufactured with all the
famous efficiency of the
Corporate State.
Consumer-Worker Contradiction
When the consumer-worker
contradiction touches Blacks it
produces the angry militancy of
those who believe they have
been left out of something.
When it touches bluecollar
workers, it makes them angry
too, but since they believe in the
Corporate State, they find
someone else like the
Communists to blame for their
dissatisfaction, and when it hits
middle-class youth, it helps to'
produce hippies.
The Left Can Watch
"Thus it is that the Corporate
State itself is generating
rebellion. The FBI may look
high and low for a conspiracy,
but it will never think of looking
to television, the advertising
industry and other creators of
the consumer ethic. It is a
rebellion that will keep on
coming whether or not the
rebels or the Left do anything; if
they feel lazy, they can sit by
and watch it happen. And no
matter how many warnings it
gets, there is nothing the State
can do to stop its suicidal
course. The State must keep on
creating dissatisfaction; it has no
choice." '
Moot Court Debates Contempt
Just how far can a trial judge go in using his summary
contempt power against a lawyer in a political trial? And can a
judge defeat the lawyer's right to a jury trial by sentencing the
lawyer on each of two counts of contempt to terms of less
than six months each but having the result of a total sentence
of ten months?
The answers to these important questions have not been
clearly set forth by the Supreme Court of the Uhited States.
You have an opportunity which you should not pass up to
hear an illuminating discussion of these issues when John
Hoglund and Stan Kaleczyc present the case for the petitioner,
Attorney William Brown, in the case of Brown v, United
States, before Chief Judge Harold H. Greene of theSuperior
Court of the District' of Columbia, Congressman Abner J.
-Mikva of Illinois and Mr. Ronald L. Goldfarb, Esquire (Mr.
Goldfarb is the author of "The Contempt Power"). Defending
the cause for the respondent will be Woody Rea and Paul
Weeks. The occasion will be the final round of the first-year
moot court competition sponsored by the National Law
Center's Van Vleck Appellate Case Club at 8:00 p.m. on
Friday, April 30, 1971, in Room C-l01 of Building C, 23rd
and G Streets, N.W.
All ,students of the National Law Center are cordiaily
invited to attend.
Any former participants, including first year students, of
Van Vleck competitions who are interested in being
considered for a position on the Van Vleck Honor Board are
urged' to submit a resume to the case club before April 30th.
Resumes may be placed in the Van Vleck mailbox in Harlan
Brewer House.
Freedom to Consume
Indeed the great selling poim
of America is "freedom:'
America is a "free" country; it is '
part of the "free" world in
contrast to the communist
world. But what is really meant
by this freedom? Imperceptibly,
it has come to mean consumer
freedom. Consumer freedom is
freedom to travel, ski, buy a
new house, eat frozen Chinese
food, live like a member of the
"now generation;" freedom to
buy anything and go anywhere.
"But as was discussed in the last
segment of this review the
amount of real personal freedom
for the individual diminishes
almost daily. The result of this
conflict between what the state
promises and what the state
itself has forced upon peoples'
lives is an increasing internal
conflict between more and more
members of society.
Breach in Consciousness
The war did' what almost
nothing' else could have; it
forced a major breach in
Consciousness. The breach in
consciousness caused by' the
consumer-work contradictions
were significant but the war rent
the fabric of consciousness
beyond repair. "It made a gap in
belief so large that through it
people could begin to question
the other myths of the
Corporate State ..
Consciousness III
The result of the questioning
is ane~ consciousness-Con-
sciousness III. Reich is quick to
point out that because of its
newness, it is difficult to discuss
in detail. He is the first to admit
that its parameters have not
been defined and he is the first
to admit that much of his
speculation may be proven
Positions Available
If you feel that Trusts and Estates is not the end-all
to education, contact the Advocate office. 1971-72
editorial positions are available.
"In The New York Times of An interesting result of the
March 4,1969, there appeared a consumer-worker contradiction
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Heideman-Congleton
Richard D. Heideman, now a
second year day student, has
'been a member of the Student
Faculty Committee during both
his years at the National Law
Center. He has served as
Chairman of the Student
Faculty Committee during the
1970-71 year, and has led the
Committee in its desire to serve
the entire student body fairly.
Under his direction the
Committee instituted the Coffee
Lounge for the Law School,
conducted Faculty Evaluations,
conducted the Calendar Survey,
and acted on less conspicuous
issues as the study of the
.creation of a Grievance
Committee, Grading Reform,
and the improvement of
classroom sound systems.
Heideman desires to continue
serving the Law School as a
member of the Student Faculty
Committee and pledges himself
to another effective year for the
SFC. He asks that you re-elect
him to a third term on the SFC
as third-year day representative.
He would continue to be the
Senior Member on the
Committee.
Heideman further desires that
you re-elect the current
Secretary of the SFC, William G.
Congleton, as second-year night
SFC representative. Bill
Congleton has served the
Committee with imagination and
dedication this past year, and
justly deserves re-election. He,
too, pledges himself to serving
all students, and to fairly
consider all viewpoints.
Together, Richard D..
Heideman and William G.
Congleton propose and request
that you elect the
HEIDEMAN-CONGLETON
SFC TICKET for next year. All
members of the ticket will be so
designated on the Ballot:
3rd year Day reps (SFC)
Richard Heideman
Christopher Kerns
John Cleland
3rd year Night rep:
Eugene Holloway
2nd year Day reps:
Steve Rothman
Daniel Lipman
2nd Y';larNight rep:
William Congleton
HOWARD SRIBNICK
Howard Sribnick
3rd Year SFC
I decided to run for office
during the period in which the
decision was made concerning
the Urban Law Institute. I found
it incredible that the largest
segment of the population of the
National Law Center, its
students, was kept in the dark as
to the events which led to the
decisions made and were totally
excluded from the decision
making process.
I a m running for
representative to the Student
Faculty Committee because I
believe the authority for long
range decisions concerning the
Law Center rests ultimately with
the faculty. I do not believe that'
the faculty can exercise its
decision-making properly
without input from the students.
For example, for the faculty to
attempt to decide the value of
clinical law programs without
considering the opinions of
those who have been taught by
that method would be a
disservice to the students and to
the National Law Center.
If elected, I see my role on
the committee as one of insuring
that the points of view of the
students of the law center are'
heard and considered in the
decision making process.
Further, I feel that the student
representatives should bring
before the faculty and
administration those issues upon
which the. students wish action
. taken. A number of issues which
I think deserve notice are:
A. The administration of the
law library. In order for the
library to be more useful, the
volumes must be more readily
available. This may mean, for
example, requiring those using
reserved books to turn in their
I.D. cards until the book is
returned (within two hours).
B. A replacement for the
U.L.1. As a member of - the
Washington community the Law
Center has a responsibility to
serve that community.
C. Changes in academic
requirements. Alternatives to the
grading system should again be
investigated. If it is felt that
grades are necessary, then
students should be permitted to
take one course each semester
credit-no credit. Five or six
finals are, insanity.
D. Investigate alternatives to
the third year of law school. It
may well be that th~ third year
of law school would be better
spent devoted to intern
programs or perhaps simply
eliminated.
I don't pretend to be aware ot
all the issues important to the
students of the National Law
Center. If elected to the Student
Faculty Committee it would be
my responsibility to become
aware of all such issues and have
them considered by the faculty
and administration.
Linda Dorian
3rd Year SFC
The Student-Faculty Committee can function meaningfully
within the law school only if it changes its character from that of a
privileged club to a bargaining unit representing parties with
legitimate but different points of view. Student representatives must
understand that they represent the students, including minority
interests, and must not function as a buffer zone between students
and the faculty and administration. The goal of effective tripartite
communication is best served by students who viqorously voice
student concerns to the faculty and administration and are not
reluctant to discuss embarrassing issues such as discriminatory
recruitment policies in addition to less inflammatory procedural
matters such as calendar reorganization. It is a disservice to the
community for student representatives to perceive their function as
anything. less than effective advocacy of student concerns.
Representatives must never act as apologists for the administration
or muffle criticisms in deference to faculty sensitivities. To do so
would defeat the raison d'etre of the Student-Faculty Committee,
which is to provide a forum for candid discussion of the law
school's problems.
Problems which I believe must have a high priority on the
Committee agenda are:
1. Review of recruitment, admissions, placement office and
scholarship policies to insure fairness by avoiding inadvertent
discrimination fo~ any reason. . .race, sex, religion, or ethnic
background.
2. Revision of tenure procedures to give students a voice in the
decision.
3. Vigorous recruitment of minority, faculty. The faculty
presently includes one tenured female and no blacks.
4.Revision of library policies to operate on a basis of service to
those who pay tuition on an equal basis. Special privileges for law
firms and the law review, which can check out books while students
cannot, must be eradicated.
5; Open meetings with air interested faculty and students invited
to attend.
6. Recognition that night students are full participants in the law
school community and as such should partake of the
privileges-parking, law review, and other school services, such as
the library, on an equal basis with day students.
DISSENT, from p. '3
of Britain, France and the United States which led to World War II.
But that is nothing compared with his plea that America follow the.
advice of George Washington and have no "entangling alliances"
In conclusion, it may be said that William O. Douglas may go
down either as one of our greatest Supreme Court justices or one of
our worst, depending on who writes the history books a hundred
years from now. But in either case Mr. Douglas will have done his
reputation no good by the production of this rather silly book. If
one is an admirer of the Justice's lifestyle and wishes to subsidize it
by swelling the royalties from his latest creation that is perhaps a
reason for purchasing International Dissent. This critic can think of
no other.
Remember SBA-SFC Elections
are this Wednesday
so
DON'T VOTE
(A paid apolitical announcement)
Voting is the first step on an
EGO TRIP
Keep your friends, don't vote for
THEM
Candidates! Note: You can lie on
YOUR RESUME
CITIZENS FOR THE CESSATION OF NONSENSE
(Jim Coleman)
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Faculty Votes Against Santa
The Faculty has adopted a new calendar for the
1971-72 academic year, which has now been finalized
as follows:
Registration for Fall September 7,8, 1971
Classes begin September 9
Last day of classes December 18
Examinations January 3-18, 1972
- (note: no exams scheduled for January 3.4,5)
Registration for Spring January 24,25, 1972
Classes begin January 26
Last day of Classes May 6, 1972
Examinations May 8-27, 1972
(note: no examinations scheduled before
May 15 or after May 25) _
The Faculty's. action to substantively adopt the
proposal that ended before Christmas, with exams
scheduled beginning January 6; 1972, was based on the
results of the survey taken of all students (to which
505 students - approximately 30% - responded)
reported to the Faculty by the Student-Faculty
Committee in a memorandum dated 24 March 1971,
which read as follows::
505 responses or approximately 30% of the
students. Yet, in our opinion this was a fair sampling of'
student opinion and a better turn out than expected.
Of the responses:
42.2% were first-year
42.2% were second-year
13.0% were third-year
72.9% were Day students
25.7% were Evening students
Questions:
I. Are you satisfied with the present academic
calendar?
49.5% No
23.4% Neutral
25.4% Yes
II. How much of your last Christmas break was utilized
by study and review?
38.2% Little
22.8% Moderate
34.6% Much
III. Do you desire the Christmas break to study and
put Your courses together? .
47.6% No
7.5% Neutral
42.2% Yes
IV. Would you prefer having exams prior to Christmas
break?
52.1% Yes
5.9% Neutral
38.4% No
On the Proposals:
I. No Change in the Calendar 21.0%
II. A. Exams prior to Christmas with a month
vacation 29.3%
II. B. Exams prior to Christmas with a two-week
v~cation 19.4% .
III. Exams after Christmas eliminating the last week
of classes and allowing for a reading period in the
Spring 20.8%
IV. Exams after Christmas eliminating the last week
of classes and lengthening the semester break 3.8%
On the base question of whether to have exams prior
to Christmas by the proposal results, one found:
Proposal II. A.
II. B.
. Other
29.3%
19.4%
3.6%
52.3% YES
Relief
Committee noted the fragmentation in the proposals.
Yet a breakdown upon the question of whether or not
to have finals prior to Christmas revealed almost an
even split. Thus there. was no significant majority
favoring finals prior to Christmas. The basic argument
ran along the lines of worry-free vacation time vs. a
need of the vacation time to study.
In its evaluation the Student-Faculty Committee felt
that the best. of all plans would be one that would
include a substantial reading period yet also end finals
prior to Christmas. This would entail, however, starting
the Fall Semester in late August and would thus
combine the Christmas and semester break.
Unfortunately the calendar survey failed to receive
any conclusive data upon the idea of an August start.
The only part of ' this data that could be hel pful was
that approximately 30% of the students had some
conflicting military duty. commencing the last two
weeks of August and would be inconvenienced by
starting school at that time. It also would cut into the
time available to work at a summer job.
It . was also a feeling of the Student-Faculty
Committee that a reading period (or examination
preparation period) was more essential than a
worry-free vacation time. Thus in a sense of priorities
we would place the need for a reading period prior to
exams above the need for the worry-free vacation.
In conclusion it was the feeling' of the
Student-Faculty Committee that:
1) The best plan would incorporate a reading period
week and finals prior to Christmas;
. 2) Yet, if you feel that the data is inconclusive to
warrant this change, in the alternative to no change at
all
3) That you adopt Proposal III modified such that
Fall exams will start on January 6. Under this plan
most aspects of the present plan are included yet there
is also a reading period for the Spring Semester.
. MODIFIED PROPOSAL III:
Registration for Fall 1971
Classes begin
Classes end
Examinations
Registration for Spring 1972
Classes begin
Examination Preparation Period
Examinations .
SepL7,1971
Sept. 8
Dec. 18
Jan. 6-15, 1972
Jan. 20-22,1972
Jan. 24
May 6-1~
May 15-27
21.0%
20.8%
3.8%
45.6% NO
Some data breakdown on the proposals by number
of responses on finals prior to Christmas
Proposal I.
III.
IV.
DAY STUDENTS EVENING STUDENTS
Tel. 347-7574
No Change
Proposal III .
Proposal IV.'
No Change
Proposal HI.
Proposal IV.
29
28
3
60NO
BAR RESULTS
. GW STUDENTS ENROLLED IN THE NACRELLI BAR
REVIEW SCHOOL PASSED THE LAST DC. BAR EXAM
on
Negotiable Instrumen ts
Friday-April 30 1:30-3:30 PM
REPEATED
Tuesday -May 4 6: 15-8: 15 PM
NACRELLI BAR REVIEW SCHOOL
1334 G St., NW
76 .
76
15
167 NO
Proposal II. A.
Proposal II. B.:
Other
Proposal II. A.
Proposal II. B.
Other
39
24
6
69 YES
106
74
11
191 YES
In our analysis of the data the Student-Faculty
96% of
FREE
BAR REVIEW LECTURE
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The Rules of Evidence
It occured to me the other day
That if a man approached
And cried aloud
That he had heard Mankind
Had ceased
, The killing, the slow and the immediate
And was now dedicated'
To love;
That the learned judge would
Bang!
His gnarled gavel
And croak,
"Hearsay-inadmissable."
Jim Weigert
Indian law Newsletter
The University of New
Mexico Law School publishes,
bi-monthly, the "American
Indian Newsletter," with articles
about latest developments in
federal Indian law, including a
review, of legislation passed,
introduced and reported in
Washington. There are also
information articles about new
social developments in Indian
affairs. A subscription to the
Newsletter can be ordered from
UNM Law School; Albuquerque,
N.M. 87106. The general rate is
$14 per year; the Indian rate is $5.
D.C.' Public Interest Law
Broadcasting Licenses Challenged'
By D.C. Citizen's Center
" ... [Tl he process of challenge
and concession is getting out of
hand when Washington-based
and ,Washington-wise lawyers
start making careers of
representing the challengers ... If
the trend persists.: .the system
will be degraded."
-Broedcestinq editorial
January 11, 1971
Though Broadcasting
magazine says "The acts of
challenge, response and ultimate
settlement are becoming
institutionalited," it doesn't feel
that way to AI Kramer and his
associate, Bob Stein. They are
the "Washington-based and
Washington-wise lawyers" whose
actions prompted the industry
organ's outraged editorial
quoted above.
AI (a dropout from' one of
Washington's prestigious law
firms, Covington & Burling).
opened the Citizens
Communications Center in
September 1969. He was joined
by Bob Stein, a recent graduate
of George Washington
University Law School, a year
later. In its 18-month life, CCC
has become a substantial threat
to the near-total control of the
broadcasting industry' over the
Federal Communications
Commission.
Given the nature of American
TV and radio -- powerful media
whose' use is concentrated in the
hands of a relatively few,
profit-motivated broadcasters-
CCC is working to strengthen
the hand of citizens wishing to
improve the quality of
broadcasting.
Strong challenges to
incumbent licensees' power on
other than commercially
competitive grounds only
became a real possibility when
.the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia granted
standing to a citizens group. in a
license renewal proceeding
before the FCC. The gro~p had
filed a petition to deny the
renewal application of a. TV
station. Judge Burger, then on
the Court of Appeals, noted the
right of 'citizens to assist federal
agencies in the regulatory
process. But making use of this
The Washington, D.C. law firm of Berlin, Roisman & Kessler is a
public interest group taking cases on a fee basis for non-profit
organizations and individuals representing classes.
The firm's clients include the Consumer Federation of America,
the Conservation Foundation, the Environmental Defense Fund, the
National Organization of Women, National Rural Housing Alliance,
and the NAACP.
Kessler, a part-time professor at the GW Law School, has been
involved locally in the development of tenants' rights and rent strike,
law. She represents the Womens' Rights Committee at a local TV
and radio station, who claim employment discrimination against
women at the station. She also takes individual draft cases.
Roisman works with several national conservation groups and
citizens challenging the installation of nuclear power plants at
several locations. He collaborated with Ralph Nader on a petition to
the FAA to ban smoking on airplanes.
Berlin represents the Consumer Federation of America in its
appearances before congressional committees, argued the DDT case
on behalf of the EDF, represents local environmental groups on
issues ranging from airport site location to the problems associated
with waste disposal.
David Cashdan, the newest and youngest member of the firm,
specializes in civil rights matters.
Criminal Law Seminar Proposed
A proposed Criminal Practice
Seminar modeled after
Georgetown -Universitv Law
Center's program is presently
before the National Law
Center's Curriculum Committee.
The proposed seminar will
involve approximately 25 third
year law students in the defense
of criminal cases. Each student
spends one semester associated
with criminal defense counsel.
This association would require
about ten hours per week of
supervised work by the student
on .one or more criminal cases.
The student is also expected to
be present at all phases of the
litigation of the case or cases on
, which heor she is working. This
includes conferences with the
client, plea-bargaining sessions
and in-court phases of., the
litigation including preliminary
hearing, arraignment, motions
practice, and the trial itself ..
The seminar, which will meet
for two hours per week, will
examine a wide range' of
problems encountered ·,in
criminal litigation, with
emphasis on trial techniques and
tactics. The students will litigate
mock criminal cases. These
mock sessions ihclude motions
to suppress tangible evidence,
confessions, and eyewitness
testimony, hearings on the
production 'of Jenks-type
. statements, and other trial
situations such as voir dire,
direct and cross examination of
witnesses, and closing
arguments. In these mock
sessions the students are able to
practice techniques they have
observed in the clinical defense
work.
The Advocate wishes to
thank everyone on the
Hatchet for their patience and
help in publishing our paper this
year. Special thanks to Andrea
("Miller") Olinger and
her colleagues.
power is a difficult matter:
major changes and innovations
in procedures, and standards
must be developed within the
FCC before anyone but big
broadcasters will have real power
there. In practice, these
procedures and standards get
worked out mainly through
adversary proceedings at the
FCC (until now, ill-defined and
heavily weighted in favor of
incumbent licensees); that is, by
groups, (often represented by
organizations like CCC) filing
petitions with the FCC to deny
unfair requests from the
industry or by filing competing
applications. CCC has provided
research and legal counsel for
citizen groups challenging radio
and TV stations in several cities
on various' grounds, including
failure to serve the \public
interest,' failure to respond to
community needs and
discrimination in employment
practices.
Some Battles
FCC Policy Statement on
, Comparative Renewals: CCC,
joined by Black Efforts for Soul
in Television (BEST), fought the
issuance in 1970 of a Policy
Statement by the Commission
providing that no competing
applications for a license may be
considered unless the incumbent
licensee fails to show he has
"substantially served" the public
interest in his preceding term.
The Policy Statement was issued
as a "necessary compromise".
after' opposition began to grow
in Congress to the Pastore bill--
a proposed amendment to the
Communications Act providing
for virtually the same open field
for license holders. Since the'
Commission had never
established clear objective
standards for judging
"substantial service," the
elimination of the fledgling
comparative hearings on
competing applications reduced
the renewal application
proceedings to a one-sided
hearing limited to one issue.
About three weeks ago, the
Commission finally issued
proposed standards for judging
"substantial service." Whether or
not these proposed standards are
appropriate remains to be seen.
Business Executives' Move for
Vietnam Peace (BEM) v.
FCC: This important access
case began in June 1969 when
BEM asked WTOP-AM radio iO
Washington, D.C. to sell them
time for I-rninute editorials
against the Vietnam war. WTOP ,
rejected the request, solely on
the grounds that it was their
policy "not to sell spot
announcement time to
individuals or groups in order to
set forth a point of view on any
controversial subject of public
importance:' BEM complained
to the FCC, but after six months
of no response, BEM petitioned
the Court of Appeals for a
review of the FCC's inaction.
Before the Court could act on
the petition, the FCC announced
its denial of BEM's request. CCC
is now representing BEM in the
Court of Appeals, asking for a
review of the FCC denial on
First Amendment grounds -,
that such denial of citizen access
is based on an unconstitutional
distinction in favor of
"commercial" speech and
against "political" speech.
Green v. FCC: To respond to
ads touting the -iesirabllitv of a
military career, a Quaker group
in Baltimore asked Washington,
D.C. TV stations for free air
time to present spot
announcements . opposing
military service. All three
stations denied the request,·
mischaracterizing it as adesire to
express views opposing
maintenance by the U.S. of
armed forces. The Quakers
complained to the FCC and were
rebuffed, the FCC also
misconstruing the nature of the
Quakers' request. With CCC as
counsel, the Quakers then
petitioned the Court of Appeals
to review the FCC denial. Before
a decision could be reached, the
U.S. Army opened a $10.5
mill ion blitz recruitment
campaign on TV and radio. CCC
has asked the Court for interim
relief and for expedited oral
argument. Interim relief was
denied, but oral argument has
been moved up to March 25.
QUOTES ... From The Collection Of Stuart Rawlings
"On one occasion a student made a curiously
inept response to a question from Professor
Warren. 'The Bull' roared at him, 'You will never
make a lawyer. You might as well pack up your
books now and leave the school: The student
rose, gathered his notebooks, and started to leave,
pausing only to say in full voice 'I accept your
suggestion, Sir, but I do not propose to leave
without giving myself the pleasure of telling you
to go plumb straight to Hell: 'Sit down, sit
down: said the Bull. 'Your response makes it
clear that my judgement was too hasty: "
Joseph Welch, in a
tribute to Prof.
Edward Warren
"I think a fellow should be compelled to
become better and not let him use his own
discretion whether he wants to get smarter, more
wealthy or more honest ... I think you should
keep a string on them so if you want to use them
you can, and you can compel them to stay where
you want because you have a string on them, and
if they do not stay where they should then you
put them where you can be sure you can use
them ..."
Lt. Gen. LevitisHershey
(at an Armed Services
Committee testimony,
June 1966)
My Favorite Quotations by Stuart Rawlings is now available at the GW bookstore for $2.
ALL GRADUATING LAW STUDENTS
The Advocate urges graduating law students to sign the petition posted in the law
school asking that the cap and gown money already collected be applied to the fund
for Minority Scholarships (defining minority to include women as a class.) The
Advocate also urges these students not to wear caps and gowns in any event -just to say
that this money should be better spent.
